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Quality Analysis on Fiber at Different Fruiting Layers of Xinluzao 70 F, and F, Generation Hybrid Cotton

GUO Jing-hong, LI Yu-guo™ , ZHAO Hai et al (Shihezi Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Shihezi, Xinjiang 832000 )

Abstract [ Objective] To explore the difference between hybrid cotton Xinluzao 70 F, and F,, to provide basis and reference for extension
and application of Xinluzao 70 F,. [ Methods] Early mature hybrid cotton Xinluzao 70 was taken as experimental material. Field block experi-
ment was carried to study fiber quality of different fruiting layers of Xinluzao 70 F, and F,. [ Results] For cotton fiber of different fruiting layers
of Xinluzao 70 F, and F,, the fourth to sixth layers of the first fruiting branches have the best quality. In each group, the difference between
Xinluzao 70 F, and F, is not significant. [ Conclusion] Only from the perspective of fiber quality, it is feasible to extend Xinluzao 70 F, gener-

ation in field production.
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